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From: joe4ocean@aim.com [mailto:joe4ocean@aim.com]

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2014 9:14 PM

To: joe4ocean@aim.com; PSC_Contact; Scott, Dukes

Co: info@barackobama.com

Subject: Following Appeal

Dear Ms. Boyd:

Enclosed are files following my Notice of Appeal from your/PSC Order 2014-785

still assuming BLRA as a legal ground to allow overcherges SCE&G 675,000 customers.
You know that SCANA lawyers never did and cannot meet BLRA Definition.

This way to cover costs of the nuclear project in Jenkinsville is wrong and unethical

GA got $6.5 billion for their twin project so SC could do the same.
The Criminal negligence made millions of victims including veterans and retirees.
PSC still have a legal and humanitarian chance to end this scandal as was done for Enron

in 2001.

We, the victims still have a hope to your sense of justice and acting accoring to

your Motto.

Sincerely,
Joseph Wojcicki - the energy consulatnt and ex-intervenor.
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

i. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN OVERLOOKING LIMITATIONS SET BY BLRA

DEFINITION IN ORDERS NO. 2009-104(A) AND FOLLOWING, PUTTING UNCERTAIN
FINANCIAL BURDEN ON S.C. kWh RATEPAYERS TO THIS PROJECT LOCATED IN

JENKINSVILLE, SC?

2. DID THE COMMISSION ERR IN FAILING TO PROPERLY CHECKOUT BLRA

DEFINITION TO BE MET BY THE APPLICATION / PROJECT.'?

3. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN FAILING TO ACCEPT A CHALLENGE OF FALSE

CLAIMED ASSUMPTION OF BLRA (FCA of BLRA)?

4. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN REJECTING THE INDEPENDENT TECHNICAL /

ENGINEERING ANALYSIS OF FCA OF BLRA?

5. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN ALLOWING SCANA LEGAL TEAM TO INTRODUCE

MANY TIMES QUESTIONED FINANCIAL BURDEN ON S.C. ELECTRICITY USERS

OVERLOOKING ETHICAL/ECONOMICAL/CRIMINAL WRONG DOING?

6. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN NEGLECTING PUBLIC HEALTH JEOPARDY BY

SIGNIFICANTLY HIGHER kWh RATES IN SUMMER HEAT WAVES' SEASONS WHEN HARSH

ECONOMY AND LOWERED BUDGETS PRESSED PEOPLE TO SAVE ON AIR CONDITIONING?

7. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN FAILING TO REQUEST FROM SCANA FULL

ENGINEERING ANALYSIS FOR LOW FLOWS IN THE BROAD RIVER?

8. DID THE ORS/PSC ERR IN ANALYZING ECONOMY OF STATE AND NATIONAL

WATER POLICY?

9. DID THE PSC ERR IN BREACHING ITS OWN

"Our Mission: A Fair, Open, And Efficient Regulatory Process That Promotes Cost-

Effective And Reliable Utility Services"?
9.1. IN A FAIR- BY IGNORING ECONOMICAL SITUATION IN THE USA AND S.C.

9.2. IN OPEN - BY IGNORING PROTESTS AND CHALLENGES, WITH THE VERY WEAK

LEADERSHIP OVER WEAK ENGINEERING PSC TEAM, WHICH WAS NEVER REPORTED TO

S.C. LEGISLATURE IN THE LIGHT OF BLRA.

9.3. IN RELIABLE UTILITIES SERVICES - BY PUTTING SCE&G EMPLOYEES IN JEOPARDY OF

ENRON TYPE SCANDAL.

9.4. IN SIGNIFICANT kWh RATE INCREASES THAT INDICATE LACK OF COST-

EFFECTIVENESS FOR STATE OF S.C., ITS PEOPLE AND BUSINESSES.

9.5. OVER-LEGALESE IN PSC INCREASED COST OF LICENSING AND DID NOT PREVENT

FCA OF BLRA.

10. DID THE ORS ERR IN DISRESPECTING ITS OWN MISSION?

10.1. BY APPROVING HIGHER kWh RTES AGAINST BLRA DEFINITION HURTS THE

CONSUMING PUBLIC INTEREST

10.2. BY USING SCE&G CUSTOMERS FOR SCANA FINANCIAL SCANDAL,

10.3. BY REMOVING FROM STATE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT BILLIONS OF DOLLARS.

10.4. BY COVERING UP MISLEADING NUMBERS FROM STATE AND FEDERAL

COMMISSIONS IN THE COOLING WATER PROBLEMS; SOME OF THEM WERE ACCEPTED

EX CATHEDRA, E.G. 76 DAY RESERVE IN MONTICELLO RESERVOIR WITHOUT COMPARING

TO REAL RECORDS OF DURATION, ESPECIALLY IN DROUGHT SEASONS.



11.DIDTHEORS/PSCERRINIGNORINGSECONDDUKE'SNUCLEAR2 * AP1000
PLANTLOCATEDNEARTHEBROADRIVERWITHITASASOURCEFORCOOLING?

12.DIDTHEORS/PSCERRINIGNORINGREQUIREDBEFOREAPPLICATIONIN 2008
TOAMENDFERCP-1894LICENSINGFORPARRRESERVOIRCOMPLEXONTHEBROAD
RIVER?

13. DIDTHEORS/PSCERRIN IGNORINGFULLELECTRO-ECONOMICALANALYSIS
INCLUDINGSMARTNATIONALGRIDAND13USH-OBAMASTIMULUS?

14. DIDTHEORS/PSCERRIN INVESTIGATIONOFPROFESSIONALETHICAL
/CRIMINAL AND NEGLIGENCE/OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE ASPECTS?

STATEMENT OF THE CASE.

All Public Service Commission (PSC) of South Carolina Orders were issued on the ground

of false claimed assumption of S.C. Base Load Review Act (FCA of BLRA), which is

baseless because the BLRA Definition was never met, never proven, was ignored in the

licensing process before PSC since 2008 and it cannot be proven as found in Engineering

Analysis. Therefore, any usage of BLRA for VC Summer Units 2 and 3 in Jenkinsville, SC

project is not prudent 4.

/, Joseph Edward Wojcicki - the advocate for millions of victims of SCANA (NYSE:SCG) /

SCE&G who are being illegally overcharged by electric kWh rates using the FCA of 13LRA,

do appeal PSC Order No. 2014-785 dated September 30, 2014 as well as entire process

of denying my interventions in above matter/case with last PSC Directive/Order No.

2014-764 received September 24, 2014. Please note that this case is an

exceptional/extraordinary in its financial multibillion burden put on victims but very

similar to infamous the U.S. corporate global scandals: Enron (NYSE:ENE -2001) 1 and

Dynegy (NYSE:DYN-2012) 2 The mandate to advocate victims comes from SC Attorney

General Office (Engineering Analysis - Exhibit W-15) 4. The fair, according to FCA, return

of illegally collected funds shall total all approved by previous PSC orders with punitive

damages and ROI percentages.

4ENGINEERING, LOGICAL,AND COMMON SENSEANALYSISOF FALSECLAIMEDASSUMPTIONOFS.C.
BASE LOAD REVIEW ACT (FCA of BLRA) USED TO GET INCREASEDkWh RATES BY SCANA
CORPORATIONFROM SCE&G COMPANY RATEPAYERSAND THE CONSEQUENCES("Engineering
Analysis"); it is also available in form of eBook (www.bypas-int.net).



FACTS

Thefact of FCAof BLRAisthe result of very unprofessionalapproachto verificationsof
the SCANA/SCE&GApplication. Thissize project had to be reviewedby the highest
level of engineeringteamswith a propereducationandvery appropriateexperiencein
severalbranchesof scienceand engineering. It seemsthat conceptualwork wasdone
without fundamental knowledgeat least in a few areas. Seriousprofessionalismwas
replacedby "models" and "elementarypercentages",especiallyvisiblein processof the
election of Jenkinsville. The elected technology, mostly questioned by
environmentalists,has nothing to do with this terrible option of a financial sourceto
covercostsof constrictions. It, with the legalerror of approvingBLRAasa legalground
does harmfully force SCpeople and businessesto becomeinvestors. SCANAis using
unfairlySCE&Gcustomersfor the behalfof the Corporation. More factscanbefound in
detailed EngineeringAnalysis4

ARGUMENTS

1. WHERETHEPUBLICSERVICECOMMISSION("PSC")USESS.C.BASELOADREVIEWACT

("BLRA")TOORDERREQUESTEDELECTRICkWh RATEINCEASEFORSCE&GRATEPAYERS.

PSC,which hasno engineer in its seven-commissionerteam never presentedscientific
support for usageBLRAas a legalground for their Orders. Since2008 none of the
engineeringjob offer was filled. The last selected commissioneris ex-prosecutor.
Victims have no information about any serioushearingbefore S.C.Legislaturein this
casevery similar to Enronscandal. Voting public did not elect any of commissioners.
Theworst fact for victimshappenedwhenchair personsfailed in the legal,so important
leadershipin financing,i.e. FCAof BLRA.Victimscannot seesupervisoryactionsfrom
Legislature,which is the issuerof BLRAwithout S.C.Governor'ssignature.Comparethis
situationto Federalactionsin Enronand Dynegyscandals.

2. WHEREPSCUSESBLRATOBLOCKINTERVENTIONS,MISLEADPUBLICAND/ORCOVER
UPSCANALEGALTEAMUNETHICAL/CRIMINALACTIVITY

ORS/PSCin entire processpretendedto listen to public voices. After first stagewith
Order 2009-109(A) they present defending position for almost any remark and
comment. Almostany Petitionfrom outside is denied. Somedenialsarewithout true
or anyexplanation.Thelevelof negligencecrossedthe criminalaspecttriggeringpoint.
There is no transparency,such necessaryin 2014 Electionyear. To this scandalare
added veterans and retirees ones. E.g. previous AARPprotests went without a
statement/ excuse. SCE&G "medical discounts" are not visible among victims.



CONCLUSION

Thereis the 300%proof of FCAof BLRAto re-orderreturn of illegallycollectedfunds for
the project. EngineeringAnalysisis completedand edited for a minimumfive-grade
educatedreaderandalsowith an ESL.
Victimsof SCANA'saffairwith FCAof BLRAdo expectfinancialreparationsASAP.
All sabotagesof Bush-Obamastimulus are to be executedaccordingto, known from
previousscandals,FalseClaimActandstate ethical/criminalSCCodeparagraphs.
Inthis Initial Brief, I, Wojcickireserveall rightsasthe USAcitizen,relator andadvocate.
My multi-yearexpertisemaydeliveradditionalinformation if the Courtwill require.
Yoursfaithfully,

JosephE.Wojcicki

820 EastSteeleRoad

WestColumbia,SC29170-1125 October17,2014

SERVICE:Listedbelowpartiesreceiveaecopyviaemail:

SCE&G

ORS

PSC from ioe4ocean@aim.com
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LETTER TO THE APPELLATE COURT CLERK

October 17, 2014

The Honorable Daniel E. Shearouse

Clerk, Supreme Court of South Carolina
Post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: Joseph E. Woicicki v. ORS/PSC of S.C. & SCE&G/SCANA

Appellate Case No. 2014-

Dear Mr. Shearouse:

Enclosed please find for filing:

The Initial Brief and Designation of Matter together with Proof of Service via email.

Please note that I alone factually represent over 2 million SC electric energy users and perspective voters
in 2014 Elections.

With kind regards,

Yours faithfully,

Joseph E, Wojcicki
820 East Steele Road

West Columbia, SC 29170-1125

SERVICE: Listed below parties receive e-copy/file via email:
SCE&G

ORS

PSC from joe4ocean@aim.com



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA[]

In the Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF SOUTH CAROLINA.

PSC docket No. 2014-187-E

Case No. 2014-00

Joseph Edward Wojcicki - the advocate for SCANA/SCE&G victims.

Appellant,

Vo

South Carolina Electric and Gas/SCANA, South Carolina Office

Of Regulatory Staff/Public Service Commission,

Respondents.
.........................

INITIAL BRIEF of APPELLANT.

Joseph Edward Wojcicki

820 East Steele Road

West Columbia, SC 29170-1125

The energy Consultant, FCAof BLRAtechnical

investigator and the only one independent relator.

In behalf of millions of misrepresented victims.
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAI2]

In the Supreme Court

APPEAL FROM

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF SOUTH CAROLINA.

PSC docket No. 2014-187-E

Case No. 2014-00

Joseph Edward Wojcicki - the advocate for SCANA/SCE&G victims.

Appellant,

V.

South Carolina Electric and Gas/SCANA, South Carolina Office

Of Regulatory Staff/Public Service Commission,

Respondents.

.........................

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certificate on this date, I served a printed and signed copy of:

1. LETTERTO THE APPELLATECOURT CLERK

2. DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

3. INITIAL BRIEF of APPELLANT

Mailing it to parties addresses:

Office of Regulatory Staff

1401 Maun Street, Ste 900

Colubia, SC 29201

S.C. Electric & Gas Company.

P.O. Box 1000255

Columbia, SC 29202

Public Service Commission

101 Executive Center Drive

Columbia, SC 29210

October 17,2014

Joseph Edward Wojcicki
820 East Steele Road

West Columbia, SC 29170



THE STATEOF SOUTHCAROLINAI?I

In the SupremeCourt

APPEALFROM
THEPUBLICSERVICECOMMISSIONOFSOUTHCAROLINA.

PSCdocketNo.2014-187-E
CaseNo.2014-00

JosephEdwardWojcicki- the advocatefor SCANA/SCE&Gvictims.
Appellant,

V.

SouthCarolinaElectricandGas/SCANA,SouthCarolinaOffice
Of RegulatoryStaff/Public ServiceCommission,

Respondents.
.........................

DESIGNATION OF MATTER TO BE INCLUDED IN THE RECORD ON APPEAL

Appellant proposes the following be included in the Record on Appeal:

1. Order No. 2014-785 of September 30, 2014;

2. Order No. 2014-733 of August 27, 2014;

3. Challenge No. 251229 of June 23, 2014;

4. Declaration to Protest and Challenge - document No. 251866 of 8/11/2014;

5. Response -doc No. 252248 of 8/28/2014;

6. Amendment-doc No. 252249 of 9/2/2014;

7. Three Petitions-doc No. 252422 of 9/4/2014;

8. Directive/Order No. 252583 of 9/17/2014;

9. Engineering Analysis;

10. Notice of Appeal by Wojcicki

I certify that this designation contains no matter which is irrelevant to this appeal.

October 17, 2014

Joseph Edward Wojcicki

820 East Steele Road

West Columbia, SC 29170-1125

The energy Consultant, FCA of BLRA technical investigator and the only one

independent ex-intervenor. In behalf of millions of misrepresented victims.

SERVICE:Parties to receive a ecopy via email: 1. SCE&G; 2. ORS ; 3. PSC

Cc:


